Recently, Bernard, Gervais, Allen, Campomizzi, and Klein (2012) reported that individuals were less able to recognize inverted vs. upright pictures of sexualized men as compared to women. Based on their formulation of the sexualized-body-inversion hypothesis (SBIH) it was concluded that sexualized women as compared to men are perceived in a more objectlike manner supporting sexual objectification (SO) of females -independent from observer gender. We challenge this interpretation and hypothesize that the originally reported effect is the result of a methodological artifact due to gender-symmetry and stimuli setupsymmetry confounds in the original stimulus set. We tested this theoretically more parsimonious account in a methodologically stricter and extended conceptual replication of the putative SO-effect. Results from two studies showed that the original stimulus set indeed suffered from symmetry confounds and that these are necessary boundary-conditions in order for the hypothetical SO-effect to occur. It is concluded that the SBIH as postulated by Bernard et al. (2012) is based on a methodological artifact and cannot be related to SO but symmetry detection.
Introduction
Sexual objectification (SO) refers to the separation of the body, body parts, or body functions from an individuals' personality and to the reduction of these bodily characteristics to mere instruments to satisfy the needs and desires of other people (Bartky, 1990) . Originally conceptualized with a strong focus on females as the most frequently sexually objectified gender in everyday life (Fredrickson & Roberts, 1997; Heflick & Goldenberg, 2014; Swim, Hyers, Cohen, & Ferguson, 2001 ; but see Rohlinger, 2002, for increasing SO of males) it has been shown that experiencing SO -mediated by sexual selfobjectification (for an overview see Moradi & Huang, 2008 ) -is detrimental to psychological well-being (e.g., increased body shame, anxiety) and mental health (e.g., risk factor for eating disorders, depression, sexual dysfunctions). Moreover, experienced SO has a more negative impact on females than on males (e.g., Gervais, Vescio, & Allen, 2011; Moradi & Huang, 2008; Swim et al., 2001) .
Recently, an interesting line of research started to explore how SO is linked to person vs. object recognition. Based on findings from cognitive psychology on global vs. local/configural vs. analytical processing the basic underlying hypothesis is that SO leads to a more object-like (as opposed to person-like) perception of other individuals. In line with this notion, Gervais, Vescio, Förster, Maass, and Suitner (2012) hypothesized a sexual body part recognition bias and showed that female as compared to male bodies were increasingly reduced to their sexual body parts in perceivers' minds. From the same theoretical framework Bernard, Gervais, Allen, Campomizzi, and
